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opinion, which is opposed to right reason, So that, for this
reason bjrutes are not incontinent, because they have no uni-
versal conceptions, but only an instinct of particulars and
memory, But how the [temporary] ignorance ceases, and
the incontinent man again becomes possessed of knowledge,
the case is the same with a man drunk or asleep,'and, is not
peculiar to this passion; which case we must hear explained
by physiologists. But since the last [i. e. the particular] pro-
position Is an opinion formed by the sensitive part, and
decides the actions, the man, who Is under the passion, either
does not possess this, or possesses it in such a way, that the
possessingk it is- not to have knowledge, but merely to ri-
pest [what proceeds from knowledge], like the drunken man
repeats the verses of Erapedocles. And because the last ex-
treme [i. e. the particular opinion] is not universal, and does
not appear to convey knowledge so much as the universal,
that which Socrates enquired into seems to be the fact: for
the passion does not take place when that, which appears pro-
perly to be knowledge, is present j nor is this dragged about
by the passion j. but it is, whejfi th^t opinion which is formed
by sense is present. CowcernSqg the question therefore of
acting incontinently with knowledge, or without, and how it
is possible to do so with knowledge, let this suffice.

CHAP. IV.                  '        "*

The sixth question is considered, viz. what is the subject
matter of incontinence.

1. WE must next consider, whether any one is absolutely
incontinent, or all are so in particular things j and if the
former, what Is the subject matter. Now that the continent
anil patient, the incontinent and effeminate appear so in
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